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REMARKS 

Claims I to 41 are the pending claims in the application, of which Claims 1, 14, 28, 32 
and 34, are the independent claims. Claims 2, 4, 8, % 11. 12, 14, 28, 29 and 34 are being 
amended. Reconsideration and further ee are e-pee'm iv 'c 4 - esied 

Claims 2 and 8 are being amended as suggested in die Office Action to address the 
objecti s sedi b din \ < N! ^ \ i vithdrawa f the object! > art 
respecth ih requ a t d 

Claims 4, 9, 1 L 12, 14, 28 and 29 are being amended independent of any objection or 
k aw raised by <. '■ ufee wi i m t. i o u s ninne ivno^repirea: e K» 

Claims 1 to 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(b) over U.S. Patent No. 6,272,493 
i^.^t.hl) R( u A l id nl iu v sk 

Claim 1 recites a browser user interface, wherein a browser executes a client system 

c and provides a browsei esu ntu act reso rcess id 

wherein the browser includes functionality to. request pages from servers over the network and to 
process received pages lor presentation to a browser user. The browser user interface comprises: 
a graphical display for presenting presented portions ofhrowser pages to the user, a user input 
device for accepting user input related to a page displayed in the browser, and storage for 
dsn n c i ! t < v. v e ^ ^ v > CvVx.vUr^ 1 a , < 

V V 1 < tl_t , V * t . v. 1 1 . V V. - | c 

without requiring further interaction with a server. 

T he problem addressed by Pasquah is much different than that addressed by the present 
invention of Claim. 1. More particularly, Pasquali addresses the problem of retrieving content 

pdates ore a sen % jut a user-initiated refresh opc n ^ - > i asqoal 
independent of user input such as a user-initiated refresh operation, the client browser, i.e., client 
108, interacts with a servo .1 e. serves svsieni 02, to receive comem and then uses the content 
received from the server to update the window objects displayed by the client browser. In stark 
co n 1 t' ! * v wit ^ 

i c % des i e e ^ n* ^ e o hep esented 

tiodiik \ esp< ise o s ( iou rin eraction v he server Pasquali 's 
client browser, which interacts with a server to receive content to be displayed in the client 
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browser's user interlace, cannot be said to be the same as the browser user interface of Claim I 
« hich ret elves at d s interface cien t >e i ed and 

modified in response to selected user input without requiring further interaction with a server. 

L v i j! C ! * v ! I 0 

elements of Claim I, and therefore cannot serve as the basis for a proper §102 rejection, nor is. 
the claim rendered obvious in light of Pasquah since the record is devoid of a teaching or 
s gges i s e< en s discussed above, Cli (and the 

claims that depend from Claim 1) is believed to be in cone.; • r allow ret < ' dm w { end the 
claims that depend from Claim 3d) is also believed to be in condition for allowance for at least 
the same reasons. 

Claim 2, which depends thorn Claim 1, recites a slide sheet dynamic interface element 
which opens i or i display in response to user input. Us HTscc union 

sites element 242 of Figure 2a of Pasquab as allegedly disclosing the claimed slide sheet 
However, element 242 is a portion of an open window displayed when the open window is 
maximized, and not displayed when the open window is minimized. An open window, or a 
portion of an open window for that matter, cannot be said to be the same as a slide sheet which is 
opened, and which opens using a sliding motion in response to user input. For at least these 
reasons, and the reasons discussed above with regard to Claim 1, Claim 2 is believed to be in 
condition for allowance. Claims 3 to 8, which recite further elements of the slide sheet of Claim 
2 are ah " b« ieved >e in condtti >wat 

Claims 9 and 1 2 rt t » ( e brow ct t sex t it 

serve? i c t s > e Interface elements, the in tracked h> 

browse* uv. r - . >, v v iependent of whether the sorter receives the message. 
Fhe cited port -his of Pasqaa d. 17, lines I i to 15 aid col IS, huts 12 and 13, 

»mU i i 1 ' 1 s \ t * n U i > ItsO 

v, ndo prop ed t enerai ic software- j \ t > i c 1 J ei ■> no 

generate the browser windows ai the client. This cannot be said to be the same as tracking user 
iterfac e s wit] larnic inter ements ( i ^' ^ idicating 

the tracked user interface interactions, which user interface interactions are effected independent 
of messages c mrmmieaied to the serve For at as tese reasons, and the reasons dis sed 
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with reference to Claim 1, PastpaM cannot be said to disclose each and .every one of the claimed 
elements. Claims 9 and 12 are -there « 1 esd to be in condition for allowance. 

Claim 10 recites that the pages received from the server include the dynamic interlace 
s as v s E press, ic s ' 1 u\ ^ v do iv>t snpp 

interlace elements. 

Hie cited portion Pas; c < s ^ o 48, dicates that I windowing 

envimamcL u>en 0 e i c m ^ n o - v <. hi x ^ «. 

same as pages t eUc d> 1 tin e i > wel is substitute prc< ations 

ibr use by browsers that do not support the dynamic interface elements;. 

la accordance with Claim II, the dynamic interface elements of Claim 1 include a menu 
bar providing a selection hierarchy such that a user can navigate within the menu bar without, 
requiring further interaction with the server. 

The cited portions of Pasquali, i.e., col. 9, hues 56 and 57, col 5 i, lines 8 to 11 and col 
4, lines 36 to 41, fail to teach, suggest or disclose the claimed menu bar. At col. 9, lines 56 and 
57, Pasquali describes a set of web site controls for controlling a web site's appearance and 
operation. At col 51, lines 8 to 11. Pasquali describes a function, "popMemiQ", that responds to 
adouMe-chek operation by generating a pop-up window. Nothing in the cited portion of 
Pasquali can. be said to disclose a menu bar, lei alone the claimed menu bar that provides a 
selection hierarchy, am or a menu bar dyn< . ee element u \ i a user can navigate 
within the menu bar without requiring further interaction with the server. The other portion of 
.Pasquali cited, i.e., col 9, lines 56 and 57, as discussed above, describes interacting with a server 
to obtan updak con to a user without the user initiating a refresh: operation. 

Nothing in the cited portion can be said to teach, suggest or disclose a menu bar providing a 
selection hierarchy such that a user can navigate within the menu bar without requiring further 
interaction with the server. 

( m ' n ^ s v % -. i j 1 u ^ c~n 

to press - vs r interfac 1 s < r of the cliei nd 

accept usci mutfro - d where >e heu^er :nel mnuht e est pages 

from servers over a network and to process received pages for presentation to the user. Hie 
browser usei interface comprises a page display for displaying elements of a receh t d page in 
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accordance with browser interpretation of data from the rt ecu cd page, a rotation display area 
which comprises some or all of the display area used for the page display, and storage for a 
plurality of rotation display items, comprising storage for a summary arid a primary presentation 
for o>c u i c h« r t i ing logic for 

dsspla >y t seu i s esc ^ ? o 

disp f i i )iation disp i t>Ia> I: e browser, sum ies ft 

i n ^ c i miribs ca! - i\i oi ii 

pre ed at one time *k hti amonj s at jlayed, the < * I z 

siis i i< u ■> i > _ i < i i < i n n m i - i i o o vJ 

a J 1 „ >u t s v 1 N - m as v, ^ 4 y-irin prcsi it 1 o -> u 

a difft t the ro > c m'ng big of suiitmari.es to 

correspond to the different subsets of rotation display items. 

Pasqeah [ jh , u - or disclose a plurality of rotation display items, summary 
and primary presentations for each rotation display item, and/or a browser user interface 

•> < > ii <l = i 1 > i \ < ! i ^ 

I s v r i -y ! i f m a e i 

summaries that is greater than the number of primary presentations presented at one time, logic 
>? t ng the summaries display ed, fee ones of the summaries that correspond to 

the displayed primary presentations, and logic for rotating, the plurality of rotation display items 
to d'y-b) - n a . p e- \ms for a different subsets of the rotation display items and for 
updating ■iugbdighting of summaries to correspond to the liferent subset > disp hp 
items. 

fhe GIB \etion relie ( . ee wi w 1 vhKkn modules 204, 208 and 
2- 1 i\$ ym , it a shown i Fig rt l! < ^ 5 1 ges that one si e windows is a primary 
disp y and o er two are summary windows Howeve > m bo foin nil 
oescrp, v e2B < ftn.dc^s i m j r , i J . i 

at col 10 hues 22 to e2, i a-j> >! simply rcleu> o e. s>] me nmd><\\ g m. nicks _\ 204 and 

- v eat.% iih module i !c 4 

displaying dynamic news feed and module 208 displaying content in response to a hyperlink 
m\u 1 U is i Vo \ fo i <• - l 1 ni\s( 1 

news story. Nothing in. the description provided by Pasquali, and in particular the cited portions 
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presentatio 3 fo < 1 ts o rot* ^ x N ) 1 foi c 1 * g ! 1 iti im of 
summaries correspond to the different subsets of rotation displa> items. 

! ^ \ 1 V ^NlO.I H 1 "1 M(jt<lilt 

1 ■ thai UcpeeJ ^ m (/ham 14) is behe\ed 10 It u: .0 J , - ,u ahov- ancc. 

Claim 28 recites a browser user interface, wherein a browser executes on a client system 
to present the browser user interface on a graphical display to a user of the client system and 
accept user input from the user, arid wherein the browser includes funedonalny to request pages 

o covers mer a :ie^ \ t p so\ m; e-vec t\ e e p cs vm v. \ v ic 
browser user inter: ce omprises storage for a pluralit} d ye s ls or a received page, ; 
page display layer, wherein elements of a mam layer dataset of a received page are presented 
acco da \ to browser inte ed p - nents 

related to an activity, logic to optionally display the tool layer over the page display layer, and 
logic to accept input from the user related to the activity and removing the tool layer display 
when complete. 

Pasquaii fails to teach, suggest or disclose a browser user interface wherein a page 
display layer of a received page is received and elements of a main layer of a received page are 
presented, and logic to optionally display a tool layer having elements related to an activity over 
a page layer, accept input from the user related to the activity and remove the tool layer display 
when complete. 

The Office Action cites web site controls 210 shown in Figure 2A and described at col 9, 

f ts 1 ill ^ c h •> 1 O t , < 1 v 

and further contends that the "X" icon, shown in Figure ID and described at col. 8, lines 43 and 
4 ^ x t > v. a* c nHoe-m n d- 21 v 1 -> < 1 < U 4t wo 
si econfro t 1 * 

, i > \ v 1 1 v k x v ares that the web s rots 210 are 

< i< \ (, of "ma „. roe n <■ m $ n sP 1 ^ c>s - -> emmg the 
web site controls 210, let alone using an "X" icon to remove the web site controls 210. 

n oca o g t i id tor at least > t s e id the 

claims that depend from Claim 28) is believed to be in condition for allowance. 
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Claim 29 dep.ends-fbi»' ; Ctei : 2§:an4.iW^ the additional element of the tool layer 
x ig semi transparent. The O ciion cites col it *> t s 5 
a source cod t i aliens the word "transparent" with reference to a "spacer g:n p lie 

that is transparent. A transparent spacer graphic cannot be said to be the same as a 
semi-transp < eiei st alone the cla ed too! laye md/c he claimes i which is 
semi-transparent. 

Claims 30 and 3 1 , w ich depend ft v, 28, recite ek ss l.ar to those recited 

in Oaims 9 and lit respi-cftvch It is respef-lfi-h suhmhtcd ":i.o ('hums 30 and 31 are 
patentable over Pasquah for at least the reasons discussed with reference 10 Claims 10 and 12. 

{ khn ^4 . i ce browser usi 

interface, wherein a browser executes on a client system coupled to a server over a network and 
provides a browse - . > serve sources and wl em e rowses nciudes 

ctiom v > Iron c r ! cess received pages lot 

presentation to a browser user. The browser user interface composes rcune^um a cage, using 
the browser, from a target server, receiving the requested page at the client system from the 
target server, wherein the received requested page comprises a plurality of layers, where at least 
one of the plurality of layers is a page display layer and at least one of the plurality of layers 
other than the p.ag sp 1 c , > ) 1 i - > 1 - a k e dynami 

nterfacc 1 1 1 > 1 s-p" n pmidm 

to the reee, v eu t eqi estc 1 r pu t 

.0- - t „ v t s t <. s is of the screwed requested page, when a user input 

v. mi 5 ^ \ , i is* 

modifying the display to present the optional display layer comprising at least one dynamic 
interface dement, accepting user input corresponding to the at least one dynamic interface 
00 torn inn v 1 . .1 ■ , 'v voided 

ce > c r input, such he d> c t 1 1 c cut i < ,x ( a di e 

in response to the user input without requiring further interaction with the target server. 

' > , v 1 w self* e x-ms of Claim 34, e.g., the 

i. i iet 0 aid >Ia.\ yer present ( is respons to sserhrp 3 espoj ng to a request foi 
11 v. j . ! -> interlace 

elements of the optional display layer, recording the act eptmg user input and taking action 
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corresponding to the recorded accepted user input, such that the dynamic inter face element is 
able to be presented and modified in response to the user input without requiring farther 
Bteractu vitl <t vho 

The Office Action relies on (he window modules 203, 204 and 208 of Figure 2B of 
Pasquah as alleging disclosing the churned optional display layer. As discus-. v. above, w ufoow 
todays 21 * 0, i\ j s I F „ 'B . ^ v a v. u u , 1 uerewsieed id 

content i * * \\ c i ' sal by tl >, As >t d mPasquai 

each v \ < i . t,^ „ ^ 1 _« % .co ^ i v ^ ^ > v v to e c\ 
Nothing in Pasquali, including the windo w modules 203, 204 and 208 of Pasquali can be said to 
.each sigpvs s« ( ! 

dynamic interface element, which is able to be presented and modified m response to the user 
I x ction with the target serve . I oi teaches, 

suggest or discloses an optional display layer presented in response to user input corresponding 
to a request for the display of the optional display layer accepting user input corresponding to at 
least one dynamic interface element of the optional display layer, recording the accepting user 

p it n o iah< m c vonc i ^ <v „ v ^ 1 u eh that foe dynamic 

interface element is able to be presented and modified in response to the user input without 
requiring further interaction with the target server. 

in view of the foregoing and for at least the reasons discussed above, Claim 34 (and the 
c i s , s 1 i t >e in con< ilo% ance 

Furthermore, Claims 38 to 4.1, which depend from Chum 34. recite additional elements, 

\ v transpa ent 

optional display layer, which elements are discussed above in connection with one or more other 
claims. As yet other examples of the elements reci ted. Claims 38 and 39 recite transmuting user 
input asynchronously to a server. Based on the above discussion of Pasquaii and for at. least the 
reasons presented above. Claims 38 to 41 are hehev ed to he i i <m ance, 

c s c ^ I e, it i t nutted i fa 

eat iggestt - e one or more elet < i c i - c t 1 esei i ' ud 

cannot iv, i die o^s c una o 2 a respectfully mqaesttm 

^ 2 . * Jfotawu furthermore, Pasq . :vi iout.i 
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§ 1 03(a) rejection, as the record is devoid of a leaching of die missing elements or a reason to 
provide same. 

In view o )1 cation is believed to ho in condition for 

. t c at the Examine s v. 
I e s ^r v at n > i 5 v s - V i ! Wvr s v et 

k thouv Shoidd rrare ci < ^ , i 

telephone interview, die Examiner is requested to telephone the Applicant's undersigned 

*n « i- t « i t cisijsied attorney may be reached by phone in California 

(Pacific Standa i " " s Ul eorrespoi - >e directei 

the below-listed address. 

Ik( om? os soc ai.t." \'u 

i p. -s - this papei i ual i I nay be x v or in tl re o 

. € n 5 J-2638. Ptease ensure that the Attorney Docket 
Number is ■referred when charging any payments or credits for this case. 
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